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REMARKS 

Claims 1, 3-8, 10-23 and 25-31 are pending in the application. Claims 1, 3-8, 10- 
23 and 25-29 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 (a). 

Rejection Under 35 U.S.C. S 103 (a) 

Claims 1 , 3-8» 10-23 and 25-30 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 (a) as being 

unpatentable over U. S, Patent Application Number 2003/022801 1 issued to Gibson 

dated December 1 1 , 2003 in view of U. S. Patent Number 6,625,141 issued to Glitho on 

September 23, 2003. 

Applicants have avoided this ground of rejection for the fbliov/ing reasons- 
First, applicants' claim 1, as amended, nov^ recites, 

"a service control component that provides to one or more telephony devices of a 
plurality of telephony devices on a call, one or more services associated with one or more 
numbers associated with the one or more telephony devices on the call; and J 

one or more application server components which cooperate with the service 
control component through emi^oyment of a Session initiation Protocol to establish one or 
more data streams to communicate Information between the service control component 
and the one or more application server components to provide tiie one or more services; 

wherein the service control component and the one or more aoDlfcatlon server 
components cooperate through employment of the one or more data streams to obtain a 
first portion of the information from the one or more application server components and a 
ggffftn^ portfQn of th^ jpforma^n from the servfce control component' 

As stated in the Final Office Action, Gibson does iiot teach or suggest "a Session 
Initiation Protocol to establish one or more data streams between the service control 
component and the one or more application server components". 

Gibson and Glitho do not teach or suggest the new limitation either. This is 
because neither Gibson nor Glitho disclose a call in which an application server 
components provides a first portion of information and a service control comfX>nent that 
pnsvides a second portion of the information for the call. Thus, Glt)son and Glitho are 
missing "wherein the service control component and the one or more application server 
components coc^erate through employment of the one or more data streams to obtain 
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a first portion of the information from the one or more application server components 
and a second portion of the information from the service control component" elementSr 
as recited in applicants' claim 1. 

Therefore the proposed combination of Gibson and Giitho does not teach or 
suggest all of the limitations in applicants' claim 1 , and therefore claim 1 is albwabie 
over the proposed combination. Since claims 3-8» 10-22 and 27-30 depend from 
allowable claim 1, these claims are also allowable over the proposed combination. 

Independent claims 23 and 26 each have a limitation similar to that of 
Independent claim 1, which, as shown above, is not taught by tiie proposed 
combination- For example, claim 23 recites "wherein the service control component and 
the one or more application server components cooperate through employment of the 
one or more data streams to obtain a first portion of the information from the one or 
more application server components and a second portion of the information from the 
service control component", and claim 26 recites 'NA/herein the one or more services are 
based on infonmatron associated with one or more of the one or more telephony devices 
on the call; and wherein the service control component and the one or more application 
sen/er components cooperate through employment of the one or more data streams to 
obtain a first portion of the information from the one or more applicafion server 
components and a second portion of the information from the service control 
component". The proposed combination does not teach or suggest these limitations for 
the above-nrientioned reasons. Therefore, claims 23 and 26 are likewise allowable over 
the proposed combination. Since claim 25 depends from claim 23. this dependent claim 
is also allowable over the proposed combination. 

New Claim 

New claim 31 has been added. Claim 31 provides a limitation directed to the one 
or more application server components. No new matter has been added. 
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ConclusiQii 



It is respectfully submitted that the Office Action's rejections have been overcome 
and that this application is now In condition for allowance. Reconsideration and 
allowance are, therefore, respectfully solicited. 

In view of the above amendments and remarks, allowance of all claims pending 
is respectfully requested, if a telephone conference would be of assistance in 
advancing the prosecutton of this application, the Examiner Is invited to call applicants' 
attorney. 




Ja|fj/bs Milton 
AtiScJrhey for Applicants 
Reg. No. 46,935 



Dated: Febmary 28, 2011 



Carmen Patti Law Group. LLC 
Customer Number 47382 
(312)346-2800 
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